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One in an occasional series about the re-

gional effects of climate change and how 
we’re coping. 

On May 2. 1908. as he strolled along the 
Perkiomen Creek in Montgomery County, 
Bayard Long collected a flowering sprig of 
redbud. 

He mounted it, labeled it, and added it to 
the herbarium at the Academy of Natural 
Sciences, where he was the curator. 

A century later, but just miles away in 
Chester County, botany graduate student 
Zoe Panchen also found a redbud in flower. 
But this time, the short-lived blooms had ap-
peared much earlier. It was April 13, 2010. 

Those two data points—and 2.537 others 
that Panchen analyzed—show a dramatic 
change in this region’s flowering plants. 

On average, about 20 species of common 
spring plants are flowering a day earlier 
every decade, Panchen concluded. 

That scenario is happening across the bio-
logical spectrum in ways that could put na-
ture out of sync, worsening pest problems 
and helping invasive species to flourish. 

Migrating birds are arriving earlier, frogs 
are calling earlier, and insects are emerging 
earlier than they were decades ago, accord-
ing to an analysis of the Northeastern 
United States by a national group focused on 
phenology—the study of all the things that 
animals and plants do that are related to the 
seasons. 

Researchers link the numerous shifts 
they’re seeing to climate change—mostly, 
the warmer springs associated with it. 

Individual years are highly variable, of 
course. Last year was the earliest spring in 
the North American record, based on ‘‘indi-
cators’’ such as plant leaf-out and flowering, 
This year in the Philadelphia region, tem-
peratures were slightly cooler than normal. 
But many creatures shift their cycles to go 
with the overall trend. 

‘‘Climate change is here, it’s now, it’s in 
your backyard: that’s the way we put it,’’ 
said ecologist Jake Weltzin, who directs the 
National Phenology Network, a federal pro-
gram that is enlisting citizen scientists to 
gather data on the plants and animals in 
their own backyards. 

Weltzin and others acknowledge that many 
factors affect living things—habitat loss, 
pollution, urban heat islands. 

But as they try to understand the changes 
in timing and shifts in abundance, again and 
again, climate change appears dominant. 

‘‘If you have multiple species that aren’t 
even related, and they’re all doing something 
similar, it’s likely that there’s a shared 
cause,’’ said Keith Russell, science coordi-
nator with Audubon Pennsylvania. ‘‘Climate 
change is the one thing that makes the most 
sense.’’ 

An international coalition of scientists 
that produced the seminal analyses of cli-
mate change noted in their latest report, in 
2007. that phenology ‘‘is perhaps that sim-
plest process in which to track . . . responses 
to climate change.’’ 

Even then, they were seeing it, Numerous 
studies had documented a progressively ear-
lier spring—by two to five days a decade, the 
group said. 

The evidence continues to mount. 
A longtime study of lilacs and 

honeysuckles across North America shows 
the plants are leafing out several days ear-
lier than in the early 1900s. 

Ten bee species have accelerated their 
emergence date by roughly 10 days over the 
last 130 years, a Rutgers University ento-
mologist and others reported in a 2011 paper. 

Several studies have pointed to earlier bird 
migrations. One analysis found that 17 forest 
species were arriving in Pennsylvania earlier 
over the last 40 or so years—three days for 
the cerulean warbler to 25 days for the pur-
ple finch. 

In addition, a National Audubon Society 
study looking at 305 species found that birds’ 
wintering grounds had shifted northward an 
average of 35 miles in four decades, 

In Pennsylvania and New Jersey, black 
vultures moving up from the south are be-
coming more numerous. 

‘‘We’re seeing this in real time,’’ said Eric 
Stiles, president of New Jersey Audubon, 
whose data collectors are part of a national 
breeding bird survey that is seeing species 
show up two and three weeks early. ‘‘It’s all 
happening in our lifetime.’’ 

Some of these changes in patterns may not 
be bad. They’re just changes. 

But some changes have been linked to pest 
outbreaks. A longer growing season for some 
plants means a lengthening of the allergy 
season. 

Scientists don’t know how the changes will 
reverberate, ‘‘If you tug at anything in na-
ture, it’s a web,’’ said Gary Stolz, manager of 
the John Heinz National Wildlife Refuge at 
Tinicum. ‘‘You pull one little string, and it’s 
tied to everything else on Earth.’’ 

Researchers have found some cases where 
early bird arrivals put them out of sync with 
the sweet spot of insect emergence—their 
dinner. 

Plants that shift their bloom times earlier 
could be damaged by even a normally timed 
frost—a potential disaster if the flower hap-
pens to be a crop species. Last year in Michi-
gan, frost damage to fruit trees totaled half 
a billion dollars. 

Organizers may need to rethink the timing 
of a few festivals to boot. 

Last year, the parade for cherry blossoms 
in Washington happened just as the flowers 
were beginning to fade. The town’s cherry 
tree cultivars now bloom an average of seven 
days earlier than in the 1970s. 

Scientists say much more research is need-
ed. 

Some important data are coming from cit-
izen scientists—people who go out in their 
backyards and simply notice what’s going 
on. Even with inevitable mistakes, the big-
ger picture emerges. 

Observers are reporting leaf-outs and flow-
ering times to Project BudBurst, nighttime 
trills and croaks to FrogWatch USA, and 
backyard bird sightings to Cornell Univer-
sity’s FeederWatch project. 

Diane House, a physician who lives in New-
town Square, tracks beeches and red maples 
for the Phenology Network’s ‘‘Nature’s Note-
book.’’ 

The granddaddy of citizen-science efforts, 
it has nearly 2,000 data gatherers. Its more 
than 1.8 million records on plants, trees, ani-
mals, and birds are already informing re-
search, including a paper showing how ruby- 
throated hummingbirds are arriving in 
North America 12 to 18 days earlier than in 
the 1960s. 

In 2010, with a grant from Toyota, Mora-
vian College biologist Diane Husic began a 
local version, the Eastern Pennsylvania Phe-
nology Project. 

She now has 50 regular contributors—mas-
ter gardeners, nature center staffers, even 
grade-school teachers who take students on 
a recess walks past the same trees every day. 

Scientists also have a mother lode of data 
from more than a century ago—before the 
Industrial Revolution, when temperatures 
and CO2 levels began to rise, 

In the mid-1800s in Concord, Mass., Henry 
David Thoreau noted enough about the flow-
ering plants of the region that a modern Bos-
ton University professor was able to deter-
mine that, on average, spring flowers in Con-
cord are blooming 20 days earlier. The work 
is being featured in a special exhibit at the 
Concord Museum through Sept. 15. 

Philadelphia’s Academy of Natural 
Sciences of Drexel University is known for 
its wealth of early data. 

Its herbarium—with 400,000 specimens from 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, and 
Maryland—was crucial to Panchen, who at 
the time was in the Longwood graduate pro-
gram at the University of Delaware. 

In recent years, volunteers at the North 
American Bird Phenology Program have 
begun to transcribe more than 1.2 million 
bird-migration records—most of them hand-
written on old cards—that were collected be-
tween 1881 and 1970. 

The idea is to digitize the records and 
make them more researcher-friendly. 

None too soon. Within the last month, the 
level of heat-trapping carbon dioxide in the 
atmosphere, as measured at a key station in 
Hawaii, has breached levels that haven’t 
been seen in millions of years. 

‘‘All the models say changes are going to 
accelerate,’’ Husic said, The more data, the 
better. 

f 

AMERICAN FAMILIES CANNOT 
AFFORD OBAMACARE 

(Mr. FLEMING asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, two- 
thirds of the uninsured say they may 
not purchase insurance under 
ObamaCare. A new survey of the unin-
sured says only 19 percent will opt for 
coverage by January 1, meaning that 
only the sickest will buy insurance, 
driving up the cost of health care for 
all of us. 

In fact, 61 percent expect their health 
care costs to go up as a result of 
ObamaCare. You may recall that ear-
lier this year a Federal analysis esti-
mated that the cheapest health insur-
ance plan available for a family in 2016 
will cost no less than $20,000 a year per 
family. 

And it’s not just the uninsured who 
are filled with uncertainty about 
ObamaCare. More than two-thirds of 
small business owners surveyed by the 
U.S. Chamber say ObamaCare will 
make it harder for them to hire more 
employees. Many are busily converting 
employees to part-time as we speak. 

American families cannot afford 
ObamaCare. It must be repealed, just 
as I and my Federal Republicans, and 
even some Democrats, have voted to 
do. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
WEBER of Texas). Under the Speaker’s 
announced policy of January 3, 2013, 
the gentleman from Nevada (Mr. 
HORSFORD) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the minority leader. 

Mr. HORSFORD. Mr. Speaker, to-
night the Congressional Black Caucus 
comes before this body and the Amer-
ican people for the next hour to talk 
about important issues facing our 
country. 

Tonight, we will discuss the problem 
of poverty in America and what we can 
do to bring more Americans into the 
middle class. From SNAP to the earned 
income tax credit, from Head Start to 
TRIO and GEAR UP, we have effective 
programs that reduce poverty and open 
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up opportunities for people in the low 
income. Unfortunately, these programs 
are often the first targeted for cuts. 

When you are worrying where your 
next meal is going to come from, you 
probably don’t have a lot of time to 
lobby Congress. Well, tonight, we’re 
here to speak to these important 
issues, and we’re also here to listen. 
So, hopefully, we will be able to answer 
some questions from our constituents 
from across America. 

If you’re watching and you have 
something that you’d like to let us 
know about, get on Twitter and tweet 
#CBCtalks, and we’ll do our best to an-
swer your questions. 

At this time, I’d like to turn to the 
chair of the Congressional Black Cau-
cus, the gentlelady from Ohio, the 
woman providing tremendous leader-
ship to the members of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus to bring forward 
the issues that are facing so many 
American families, and those families 
particularly in poverty today, they 
have a voice, and for the next hour 
we’re going to bring their voice to this 
body here in Congress. 

Ms. FUDGE. Thank you so very, very 
much for yielding. And I, as always, 
want to thank Congressmen HORSFORD 
and JEFFRIES for leading the Congres-
sional Black Caucus hour. 

Today’s topic is critically important. 
The rapid rise of poverty and, particu-
larly, the rapid growth of poverty in 
minority communities, is troubling. 
The latest Census Bureau numbers re-
port that 15 percent of Americans live 
in poverty. 

The poverty rate among African 
Americans is nearly double the na-
tional rate, 27 percent. And almost 1 in 
4 African American children lives in 
poverty. I’m not sure how many chil-
dren you come in contact with each 
day, but this statistic means that 
every fourth African American child 
you see lives a life of struggle. Food is 
scarce in their home. Their neighbor-
hoods are riddled with crime. There is 
no guarantee that the lights and heat 
will be on when they come home from 
school each day. 

As our economy sputters and more 
Americans slip below the poverty line, 
Federal anti-poverty programs are es-
sential. Yet, over the last year, con-
servatives on and off the Hill have 
begun to spin a story of how anti-pov-
erty programs have done nothing but 
foster a culture of dependency. 

On Capitol Hill, lawmakers have used 
this narrative over and over again, giv-
ing them license to place social safety 
net programs on the chopping block. 
While the Republican budget retains 
tax breaks for the wealthiest Ameri-
cans, it places Social Security and 
Medicare on the chopping block. 

House leadership will send a farm bill 
to the floor that reduces total spending 
by almost $40 billion over 10 years. And 
what’s most troubling, more than half 
of the cuts come from the Supple-
mental Nutrition Assistance Program, 
otherwise known as SNAP, otherwise 

known as food stamps. This bill alone 
would cut off nearly 2 million people 
from SNAP. 

Making matters worse, anti-poverty 
programs around the country are re-
ducing services because of sequester. 
Our communities cannot continue to 
face cut after cut, while Washington 
does little to create economic oppor-
tunity. 

This week we will consider the Mili-
tary Construction and Veterans’ Af-
fairs appropriations bill. I want to 
make sure we bring attention to the 
vast poverty plaguing veterans. As our 
troops come home from Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, the United States must pre-
pare for their return. Many of our vets 
will need help from local safety net 
programs; but due to budget cuts, help 
is not guaranteed. As the statistics 
show, homelessness will be the reality 
of thousands of returning veterans. 

This Congress cannot continue to ig-
nore poverty in our communities. This 
Congress cannot ignore the fact that 
nearly 11⁄2 million veterans live in pov-
erty. America cannot be complicit in 
allowing families, children, and our 
Nation’s veterans to struggle without 
assistance, not now, not ever. 

b 1940 

The CBC will continue to advocate 
for policies that eliminate persistent 
poverty. We will rightfully defend 
critically important antipoverty pro-
grams. Our goal is to create opportuni-
ties for all Americans—opportunities 
that help improve lives and move peo-
ple closer to achieving their version of 
the American Dream. 

Mr. HORSFORD. Thank you for your 
leadership and for fighting the fight on 
this very important issue of poverty in 
America. 

Over the last week, we had our work 
period. And I had the opportunity to be 
in my district, Mr. Speaker. One of the 
things we did was an outreach event 
where we had a ‘‘Commuting with your 
Congressman.’’ I boarded a bus—public 
transportation in my district—and I 
met and listened to my constituents 
for 4 hours as we traveled throughout 
the various corners of my district— 
from Centennial Hills to downtown to 
the new veterans’ hospital, where our 
veterans literally board a bus in a 
wheelchair—to listen to the struggle 
that so many Americans are facing; the 
fact that they are even struggling to 
make ends meet. There was a mom who 
boarded the bus who said it takes 2 
hours each way to get to work. They 
can’t always make it to a town hall 
meeting. They can’t always come to 
our district offices. But they deserve to 
have a voice here in Washington on 
these important issues. 

So much of what this Congress is 
talking about is the budget and the pri-
orities of the budget. Well, that mom is 
a priority of mine. That veteran who 
takes public transportation to get to 
their veterans’ appointment is a pri-
ority of mine. That young man who is 
17 years old and going to his first job 

interview so that he can work his way 
through college is a priority of mine. 
And it’s a priority of my colleagues 
who are here tonight, along with the 
cochair for the CBC hour, Mr. JEFFRIES 
from New York. We’re going to bring a 
voice to these issues tonight—and ev-
eryday—as the CBC does. 

At this time I would like to turn to 
my colleague who cochairs Poverty and 
the Economy for the CBC, as well as 
chairing the whip’s task force on elimi-
nating poverty, the gentlelady from 
California, Representative LEE. 

Ms. LEE of California. First, let me 
thank my colleague for your tremen-
dous leadership and yourself and Con-
gressman JEFFRIES for leading the 
charge on another timely and impor-
tant topic: the ongoing crisis of pov-
erty. You both are continuing in the 
tradition of the Congressional Black 
Caucus being the conscience of the 
Congress. And so thank you very much 
for your leadership and for your com-
mitment to the least of these. I think 
in your remarks, Congressman 
HORSFORD, you laid it out as clear as 
anyone could lay it out. 

As the cochair of the Congressional 
Black Caucus’ Poverty and Economy 
Task Force, as well as, as Congressman 
HORSFORD said, the chair of the new 
Whip Task Force on Poverty and Op-
portunity, let me just highlight how 
truly important it is to continue to, 
first, fund programs that lift Ameri-
cans out of poverty. Income inequality 
continues to grow. Unfortunately, too 
many people who are working are poor, 
and they’re living on the edge. It’s 
truly unacceptable that 46 million peo-
ple in our country live in poverty in 
the richest and most powerful country 
in the world. And 16 million of those 
are children. In communities of color, 
poverty rates are even worse. A stag-
gering 27 percent of African Americans 
are living in poverty. And so the Con-
gressional Black Caucus, through the 
tremendous leadership of our chair-
woman, Congresswoman MARCIA 
FUDGE, has made the eradication of 
poverty a key priority. 

Our policies and programs addressing 
poverty have not kept pace with the 
growing needs of millions of Ameri-
cans. It is time that we make a com-
mitment to confront poverty head on, 
create pathways out of poverty and 
provide opportunities for all. Yes, we 
want to make sure the middle class is 
strong and survives and the middle 
class does not fall back into poverty. 
But we have many, many people who 
are not even part of the middle class 
and who are striving and working hard 
just to maintain and take care of their 
families and who would one day like to 
be part of the middle class. And so the 
Congressional Black Caucus and our 
whip task force and many in this body 
continue to speak on their behalf and 
represent them. 

That’s why many of our CBC col-
leagues and I came together to intro-
duce H.R. 2182, which is the Half-in-Ten 
Act of 2013. The Half-in-Ten Act would 
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establish the Federal agency working 
group on reducing poverty. The work-
ing group will develop and implement a 
national strategy to reduce poverty in 
half in 10 years, as well as provide reg-
ular reports of its progress to Congress 
and the American people. Our Nation 
needs a coordinated and comprehensive 
plan to bring an end to poverty in 
America. It is morally right, economi-
cally sound, and fiscally prudent. 

So I urge all of our colleagues to join 
us and support the Half-in-Ten Act. It’s 
beyond time that we put the ongoing 
crises of poverty on the front burner 
for this country. Yet the draconian se-
quester and harmful budget cuts to 
vital human-needs programs are only 
making things worse for struggling 
families. 

I serve on the Budget Committee and 
the Appropriations Committee. It was 
mind-boggling to hear the other side 
talk about a commitment to reducing 
poverty. Yet they gut the vital pro-
grams, the ladders of opportunity, the 
pathways out of poverty such as the 
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance 
Program, better known as food stamps; 
the Women, Infants, and Children pro-
gram, or WIC; Meals on Wheels; the 
Earned Income Tax Credit, and all of 
these programs that lift people out of 
poverty. 

Our chair mentioned the House farm 
bill. Let me emphasize this again. The 
reauthorization includes more than $20 
billion in harmful and fiscally irre-
sponsible cuts to the food stamp pro-
gram, our Nation’s first line of defense 
against hunger. Not only is cutting 
SNAP morally wrong, it’s economi-
cally bankrupt. Cuts to nutrition pro-
grams will cost the government more 
money in the long run, but also it is 
just probably the worst thing that I 
have ever seen proposed. 

As a former food stamp recipient my-
self, I know firsthand how important 
these safety net programs are. I would 
not be here today if it were not for the 
lifeline that the American people ex-
tended to me when I was a single moth-
er struggling to care for my kids. No 
one wants to be on food stamps. No 
one. Everyone wants a job. They want 
to take care of their kids. But there 
are bumps in the road and the economy 
has not turned around for many. And 
so that bridge over troubled waters 
needs to be there. 

So a $20 billion cut, people cannot af-
ford that. Our economy cannot support 
that. Hungry children do not deserve 
these cuts. And cuts to any hunger pro-
gram will have further cascading im-
pacts that will create a bleaker future 
for our children. Communities of color, 
again, especially African American 
communities, will feel these impacts 
even more. African American commu-
nities have higher infant mortality 
rates, diabetes, HIV and AIDS and are 
more likely to be uninsured. If we con-
tinue to balance our budget on the 
backs of the most vulnerable, we will 
surely push these families over the 
edge. That is why members of the Con-

gressional Black Caucus will do every-
thing in our power to ensure that our 
Nation’s most vulnerable are pro-
tected. 

Starting next week, in an effort to 
highlight the impact of any further 
cuts to our Nation’s food and nutrition 
programs, myself, as well as Congress-
man JIM MCGOVERN; our Congressional 
Black Caucus chair, MARCIA FUDGE; 
Congresswoman JAN SCHAKOWSKY; our 
Democratic vice chair, JOE CROWLEY; 
and others are, leading and taking part 
in the food stamp challenge. 

b 1950 
We need to raise the level of aware-

ness of what is taking place here in 
Washington, D.C. So we are going to 
commit ourselves to limiting our food 
budget to the average SNAP benefit for 
a week; that’s $1.50 per person per 
meal. We will show how vital it is to 
strengthen and fully fund SNAP, and 
we’re asking all of those who can do so 
to join with us. We will just be on this 
for a day or a week. Millions of people 
will live daily on $4.50 with no end in 
sight. 

Finally, let me just say we must pro-
tect the most vulnerable and grow the 
economy and our antipoverty programs 
like SNAP, which is one of the best 
programs to do that. 

So I urge my colleagues to reject 
these cuts, stop sequestration, and let’s 
work together to create jobs—because 
that’s what everyone needs and 
wants—and lift the economy for all. 

Thank you again for your leadership. 
Mr. HORSFORD. Thank you, Con-

gresswoman. Let me just engage you 
for a moment because you hit on a 
number of points. 

I want, again, to make sure that we 
are providing a voice to these very im-
portant issues. And to follow the con-
versation, if you’re tuning in, go to our 
hashtag at #CBCTalks. 

But you focused on the fact that 
nearly 46 million people in our country 
live in poverty; 16 million of them are 
children. You talked about the poverty 
line. In 2013, the poverty line for an in-
dividual is $11,490. For a family of four, 
it’s $23,550. 

So can you elaborate further on the 
SNAP program, how that program pro-
vides for a safety net for individuals 
and how is it that a family of four in 
America can survive on $23,550 a year? 

Ms. LEE of California. Thank you 
very much, Congressman HORSFORD, 
for that question and for laying the 
facts out. 

There’s no way a family can survive 
on $23,000 a year in America, I don’t 
care what region that they live in. Sec-
ondly—and Congressman ELLISON is 
going to speak in a moment—the Pro-
gressive Caucus held a hearing, and we 
talked with low-wage workers, workers 
who are actually working for Federal 
Government contractors in our Na-
tion’s capital making $6, $7, $8 an hour. 
You know what? These are working 
men and women who need food stamps. 
They’re working each and every day, 
10, 12 hours a day. 

So when you look at what a cut like 
this would do, first, you have people 
who are making $6 or $7 an hour, living 
on $23,000 a year, family of four, and 
then you’re going to cut their food sup-
ply. I mean, people are going to go hun-
gry. We are going to see an increase in 
hunger both in rural communities and 
in urban communities in our country. 
In the long run, it’s going to just cost 
us. If people just care about the fiscal 
impact—which I hope everyone in this 
body cares about, first, the human and 
the moral impact, but also the econ-
omy and the economic impact—you 
know, we’re going to pay in the long 
run. 

So it’s just wrong and it doesn’t 
make any economic sense. There’s no 
way people in this country, in America, 
the wealthiest and most powerful coun-
try in the world, can survive off of 
$23,000 a year. We need to, first of all, 
raise the minimum wage. We need a 
living wage. In my region, it would be 
about $25 an hour. People deserve to 
live the American Dream, and they’re 
not. 

Mr. HORSFORD. Well, I know the 
challenge is something that you have 
called upon for people to accept. This is 
a reality for 16 million children, 46 mil-
lion Americans who are living at this 
level now. The average meal is $1.48 per 
meal. 

Ms. LEE of California. $4.50 a day, 
Congressman HORSFORD. And let me 
tell you, these people are living in our 
districts, in Democratic Members of 
Congress’ districts and Republicans’ 
districts and Independents’ districts. 
They’re in rural communities and in 
urban communities. So, unfortunately, 
it’s an equal opportunity. 

Mr. HORSFORD. Poverty is not par-
tisan. 

Ms. LEE of California. No way. So we 
need bipartisan support to begin to 
eliminate poverty. 

Mr. HORSFORD. Thank you very 
much, Congresswoman LEE. Thank you 
for your leadership and for those solu-
tions that you’re offering to help move 
people out of poverty and into the mid-
dle class and recognizing that many of 
these programs that those on the other 
side propose to cut are actually safety 
nets. 

The sequester alone would cut $85 bil-
lion but would directly affect 50 mil-
lion Americans living below the pov-
erty income line. So they’re hurting 
the very people that we should be sus-
taining during these difficult economic 
times. 

Ms. LEE of California. Adding insult 
to injury. That’s what’s happening 
here. 

Mr. HORSFORD. At this time, Mr. 
Speaker, I’d like to turn to my col-
league, the gentlelady of Wisconsin 
(Ms. MOORE), the alum of TRIO. She is 
a dynamic leader who talks so much 
about the need to help young people 
get the quality education, particularly 
first generation college students. I 
know we’re having a college student 
debate right now on whether or not 
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we’re going to allow student loan rates 
to double on July 1. The Republican 
plan puts students in debt, provides no 
certainty. We’re hoping that between 
now and July 1 we will come up with a 
bipartisan solution that will keep our 
college loan rates and will address the 
more comprehensive need to make col-
lege more affordable. 

I defer to the gentlelady from Wis-
consin, Congresswoman MOORE. 

Ms. MOORE. I want to thank you so 
much, Representative HORSFORD from 
Nevada—and Representative HAKEEM 
JEFFRIES as well, who is here with us— 
for focusing on this effort and to con-
duct, this evening, this Special Order 
on lifting Americans out of poverty. 

You know, it was very, very difficult 
to listen to Representative BARBARA 
LEE provide those data and those sta-
tistics of the numbers of Americans 
who are living in poverty. Reflecting 
on my own personal experience, re-
flecting on what I see every single day 
among my constituents, the stark pov-
erty, especially of children, it is very, 
very difficult to talk about this be-
cause this is just not abstract; this is 
very real. 

For the purposes of this discussion 
though, with your permission, Rep-
resentative HORSFORD, I would like to 
just modify your motto or your theme 
for one moment. Instead of talking 
about lifting Americans out of poverty, 
I’d like to talk about lifting America 
out of poverty. 

You see, America is heading down 
the road to not just having 46 million 
Americans living in poverty, not just 
having half of Americans during the re-
cession relying on food stamps and 
having that as their only means of sup-
port, not just having African Ameri-
cans or Hispanics or those living in 
stark rural poverty being the victims 
of poverty, but having poverty pervade 
our entire community. Because we, by 
not investing in educational oppor-
tunity of young people, are eating our 
seed corn. 

Rice farmers have taught us not to 
eat our seed corn. They say that when 
we do that, when you plant something, 
you eat a certain portion of it and you 
preserve some of it so that you can 
plant and have a harvest for the future. 
Those people who eat their seed corn 
are committing an act of desperation. 
And that is what we’re doing by cut-
ting off educational opportunity to 
programs. 

I’m specifically talking about TRIO. 
TRIO is a set of federally funded col-
lege and university-based educational 
opportunity outreach programs that 
modify and support students from low- 
income backgrounds from first genera-
tions. It’s not a race-based program, 
but it includes military veterans, stu-
dents with disabilities. Currently, they 
serve about 790,000 students from mid-
dle schools through postgraduate stud-
ies. 

These programs are very, very impor-
tant because we have found that there 
aren’t enough trust fund kids, Rep-

resentative HORSFORD, to really put 
this country on a sustainable course of 
graduating enough high-skilled work-
ers and innovators for our country to 
enjoy the kind of economic hegemony 
in a global economy. There aren’t 
enough. 

If we graduated every high school 
senior this June, if every single high 
school senior went to college, it still 
would not be enough in order for us to 
reach those goals of maintaining global 
hegemony. Yet we have allowed, since 
2005, the TRIO programs to lose $66 
million in funding, which translates 
into 88,000 fewer low-income and poten-
tial first-generation students—includ-
ing adult learners, military veterans, 
and students with disabilities—to 
study. 

Of course, under sequestration, which 
went into effect March 1, TRIO has re-
ceived another $42 million cut, which 
means that in the beginning of the 
2013–2014 program year, individual 
grant awards will be reduced by 5 per-
cent. That translates into 40,000 fewer 
students to be served by TRIO. 
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Now, as I indicated in the beginning 
of my discussion here, this program is 
a set of programs that seek to identify 
brilliant students, but for their in-
come, or but for their having not been 
born into a family where college was a 
tradition, who can contribute to the 
growth of our economy in our society. 

Talent Search is a very low-cost 
early invention program which identi-
fies students with college potential in 
grades 6 through 12. They really work 
toward giving students information 
about going to college. Seventy-nine 
percent of Talent Search participants 
were admitted to postsecondary insti-
tutions. 

Upper Bound is an intensive inter-
vention program that prepares stu-
dents for higher education. Seventy- 
seven percent of these students who 
participated in Upper Bound enrolled 
in college. 

The Upper Bound Math/Science pro-
gram—which we know we need more of 
them—is a model similar to Upper 
Bound; 86.5 percent of these students go 
on to college. 

We have Veterans Upper Bound and 
Student Support Services. Again, the 
numbers are very, very high for stu-
dents who matriculate and complete in 
these programs. 

The Educational Opportunity Centers 
is a program where we have reached 
back for displaced workers, people who 
have not been in college, and bring 
them back into the fold. We have seen 
a 57 percent increase in the number of 
participants who have been college 
dropouts that have re-enrolled or dis-
placed workers. 

We also have the Ronald E. McNair 
Postbaccalaureate Achievement Pro-
gram—named after the famous astro-
naut who lost his life—which prepares 
low-income minority students for doc-
toral programs. 

I will yield to you for questions, Mr. 
HORSFORD, but just let me finish this 
segment by reiterating this point. If we 
fail to invest in young people, I mean 
starting out with starving them—you 
know I’m still reeling from the com-
ments of my colleague BARBARA LEE 
because the food stamp bill that is be-
fore us will have nearly a quarter of a 
million students lose their free lunch 
program. And the majority of folks 
who are served by the food stamp pro-
gram are not these welfare queens or 
slick hustlers; they’re elderly children 
and disabled people—so if we as a coun-
try have decided that we don’t need to 
feed babies, we’re eating our seed corn, 
and that is an act of desperation that 
will take us down a perilous road. 

Mr. HORSFORD. Thank you, Con-
gresswoman MOORE. I couldn’t agree 
with you more when you talk about, 
first and foremost, your last point, 
which is if we fail to invest in our chil-
dren, in our elderly, and in the dis-
abled, then we have done a disservice 
to them and to society as a whole. 

Ms. MOORE. That’s exactly right, be-
cause we can’t lift America out of pov-
erty without lifting Americans out of 
poverty. We are a family. 

Mr. HORSFORD. And so a lot of 
times when these programs get talked 
about, the various acronyms, billions 
of dollars here and billions of dollars 
there—waste, fraud, and abuse I know 
gets brought up oftentimes as kind of 
the red herring in the room in a lot of 
our committee hearings—but really the 
reality is there’s a face behind each one 
of these programs. There’s real people 
depending on them—as you indicate, 
the 250,000 children who would lose free 
and reduced-cost lunches. 

How is a child supposed to learn if 
they’re hungry? How are they supposed 
to focus if they haven’t been able to see 
a doctor or see a dentist? These are 
real issues that are facing this Con-
gress. And I know a lot of times, again, 
those on the other side somehow want 
to make this out to be more than what 
it is on people, and how it affects peo-
ple. 

Ms. MOORE. Well, I can tell you, we 
can have a society by design or by de-
fault. We can just let it all go as it 
will. 

I was very moved earlier by the trib-
ute that our colleagues on a bipartisan 
basis made to Senator LAUTENBERG 
upon his passing. And once again, 
here’s an example of an American who 
ultimately became very wealthy, but it 
was because America embraced him 
with their values. 

He went to school on the GI bill. He 
was able to go to school. He did not 
have any wealth. And because he was 
an American and an American soldier, 
he was able to benefit from our com-
munity of interests to build not only a 
great senator, but great economic en-
terprises and a lot of jobs that he cre-
ated. That’s the way America is sup-
posed to work. And we need to realize 
that educational opportunity is one of 
our basic strategies for staying on top 
in a global economy. 
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Mr. HORSFORD. ‘‘Opportunity’’ I 

think is the key word there, Mr. 
Speaker. This isn’t about a handout, 
this isn’t about providing social serv-
ices; it’s about opportunity. Education 
is one of those most fundamental op-
portunities. And you, again, as an alum 
of TRIO programs and an advocate for 
funding up TRIO/GEARUP, these pro-
grams which provide tremendous op-
portunity to particularly first genera-
tion college students, those who may 
not have even had the knowledge of 
how to go about applying to enroll, let 
alone financial aid and scholarships— 
but yet it’s that opportunity, that door 
to opportunity that then leads to ca-
reers and their ability to contribute, to 
sustain for themselves and their fam-
ily. 

That’s what we’re talking about, Mr. 
Speaker, is providing that opportunity. 
And right now we’re having this big de-
bate of whether that opportunity 
should come with a huge burden of 
debt. 

Ms. MOORE. Exactly. 
Mr. HORSFORD. Because if they fin-

ish school, when they finish school, 
should they be so far in debt they can’t 
afford to buy a home, to buy a car, to 
start saving for their future, or should 
they be focused on paying $1,000, $1,500, 
$2,000 a month in debt for college 
loans? 

Ms. MOORE. And that is an ex-
tremely important point, because these 
young people who are going to college 
are doing us a favor to become edu-
cated. The jobs, you know, making the 
widgets, are dying out from not only 
technology but from outsourcing. 

We are going to only win this game 
by having the highest skilled worker, 
whether it be in farming or manufac-
turing or research and development. 
And to see this Congress gutting re-
search and development, anything that 
looks academic or associated with in-
telligence or studying at all, it’s just 
across the board decimating it. Again, 
it’s eating our seed corn. Hopefully we 
can reverse this curse before they get 
too far down the line. 

Thank you so much for letting me 
participate in this Special Order. 

Mr. HORSFORD. Of course. And with 
your voice and your continued partici-
pation I’m sure we will do just that, 
which is to continue to advocate for 
these as priorities. 

And I do want to go, as I turn to my 
colleague from North Carolina, the 
vice chairman of the CBC, to a quick 
question that came in from the Twitter 
line. It’s from Dr. Davis 920, who asks: 
How can we increase money in under-
served areas for students from high 
school to college instead of doing more 
with less funding? 

I’m going to ask our vice chairman if 
he would tackle that question as he 
provides his response. 

I yield now to the gentleman from 
North Carolina, Congressman 
BUTTERFIELD. 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Well, let me 
thank you, Mr. HORSFORD. I have a few 
points that I want to make. 

Do you have an idea of how much 
time we have remaining so I can allo-
cate my time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Nevada has 26 minutes re-
maining. 

b 2010 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. HORSFORD, I 
think the question that has been raised 
by the gentleman is a very pertinent 
point. 

We have seen over the last 18 to 24 
months some very deep cuts in our 
Federal budget. There are some who 
believe that discretionary spending is 
too much and that we need to engage 
in what I call ‘‘draconian cuts’’ to dis-
cretionary spending. Because of that, 
we’ve seen discretionary accounts re-
duced significantly, and it’s going to 
affect what the gentleman has in mind. 
It’s going to affect not only higher edu-
cation but public education as well. 

Mr. HORSFORD, I want to thank you 
for allowing me to say a few words here 
this evening. This is a very appropriate 
conversation for the Congressional 
Black Caucus to have. I want to thank 
you and Mr. JEFFRIES for coming to the 
floor each week and for lifting up the 
issues that the Congressional Black 
Caucus feels are so vitally important 
for us to debate here in this Congress. 

Ms. FUDGE has left the floor, but I 
certainly want to thank MARCIA FUDGE 
of Ohio, the chair of our caucus, for all 
that she does. She somehow just stays 
in perpetual motion, and her staff 
works so very closely with her. I just 
want to thank her publicly for all that 
she does, not only for the people of 
Ohio, but for us here in the Congress. 

And what can I say about BARBARA 
LEE? BARBARA LEE has been talking 
about issues of poverty ever since I 
came to this place 9 years ago, and I 
just want to associate myself with ev-
erything that she has said and with ev-
erything that Congresswoman GWEN 
MOORE said just a moment ago. 

Mr. HORSFORD, I don’t know much 
about your State of Nevada, but I can 
tell you a lot about my State of North 
Carolina. I can tell you that these are 
some tough times. These are tough 
times for poor people. These are tough 
times for rural communities all across 
America. I represent one of the poorest 
districts in the whole country in which 
one in four people in my district, Mr. 
Speaker, including 36 percent of chil-
dren, live at or below the poverty level. 
That’s a statistic that is worth bear-
ing. I want to repeat it: 36 percent of 
the children who live in my congres-
sional district live below the poverty 
level. That is unacceptable. 

The poverty problem in America is 
actually getting worse. At a time when 
it should be getting better, it is actu-
ally getting worse. There is a huge dif-
ference, there is a huge gap, between 
the haves and the have-nots. The pov-
erty rate now is the highest that it has 
been in the last 20 years; and in rural 
North Carolina, median household in-
comes have dropped since the year 2000. 

My district has vivid and unfortunate 
illustrations of poverty. For example, 
nearly one in 20 homes in some coun-
ties does not have a telephone or a 
kitchen. A lot of my friends in urban 
communities cannot relate to that, but 
nearly one in 20 homes in some coun-
ties does not have a telephone or a 
kitchen. Many of my constituents are 
still living without indoor plumbing in 
the year 2013. The time to invest in our 
children and in our Nation’s future is 
now. 

We must first undo the cuts from se-
questration. The gentleman who sent 
us the message a few moments ago may 
have been referring to sequestration. 
We must undo the cuts that we are see-
ing involving sequestration. They are 
devastating to our communities all 
across the country. Sequestration has 
slashed Head Start funding, impacting 
thousands and thousands of children. It 
has cut job search assistance for thou-
sands of people. It eliminated millions 
of dollars from the meals for low-in-
come seniors program. Sequestration 
cut nutrition funding for 600,000 women 
and children all across the country, 
housing and emergency shelter funding 
for nearly 100,000 homeless people and 
emergency unemployment compensa-
tion benefits by nearly 11 percent. 

Instead of indiscriminately cutting 
funding for critical economic develop-
ment programs, we must invest in pro-
grams. I think, Mr. HORSFORD, that’s 
what you’ve been saying each week 
that we have this conversation. We 
must invest in programs which give 
people a hand up toward making it on 
their own, important programs such as 
emergency unemployment insurance, 
the Workforce Investment Act, the 
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance 
Program, and the special supplemental 
nutrition program for Women, Infants, 
and Children—we call it the WIC pro-
gram—which gives people the ability to 
provide for their families. 

The House version of the farm bill, 
which has been alluded to by the two 
previous speakers, cuts $20 billion from 
the SNAP program. That is unthink-
able. The House version of the farm bill 
has cut $20 billion from the SNAP pro-
gram. SNAP is not a government 
throwaway or a handout. SNAP mon-
eys go directly to needy families that 
are in need the most. We are talking 
about seniors and children and families 
who need it the most. Republican pro-
posals to slash funding for a program 
that feeds poor people is simply unac-
ceptable. 

There is hope on the horizon for some 
of our country’s poor and uninsured. 
We can be encouraged that the Afford-
able Care Act will be fully imple-
mented in just a few months, helping 
some of the one and a quarter million 
uninsured people in my State qualify 
for affordable health coverage through 
the marketplace. 

I will say in closing that the Congres-
sional Black Caucus is very concerned 
about poverty. We have constructed a 
plan to address persistent poverty. We 
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are alarmed that so many communities 
all across the country have experienced 
a poverty level that exceeds 20 percent 
and that has persisted now for more 
than 30 years. So our plan in the Con-
gressional Black Caucus is to target 
Federal resources and Census tracts 
that have high levels of unemployment 
and high levels of poverty. We call it 
the 10–20–30 plan. We must do it. We 
have to do it for the sake of America. 

Mr. HORSFORD. Thank you again to 
our vice chairman for the Congres-
sional Black Caucus, the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

I really want to commend you for 
being very plain with how desperate 
the situation is for so many people. 
You talked about 36 percent of the peo-
ple in North Carolina, in parts of your 
district, who are living in poverty and 
about the fact that they are going 
without basic fundamentals, things 
that many of us probably just take for 
granted in America. There are people 
in America who are going without the 
basics, and that is not something often 
that’s talked about here in Wash-
ington, definitely not in this House. 
When so much attention is placed on 
corporate special interests and sub-
sidies for big corporations, it’s time 
that we start changing the debate and 
focusing on the people who most need 
government support, and those are the 
people you just talked about, so I com-
mend you for that. 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Poverty is all 
around us, Mr. HORSFORD, whether it’s 
in my district or in your district or in 
any of my colleagues’ districts. Pov-
erty is persistent, and it’s all across 
America. It’s within the shadows of 
this Capitol. When I drive home in just 
a few minutes here in Washington, I 
will go right through some very poor, 
low-income communities within blocks 
of this Capitol. We must do better. We 
have got to address as a Congress the 
whole issue of poverty. 

Mr. HORSFORD. You were very 
clear, and I know Mr. CLYBURN would 
expect nothing less than for us to lay 
out what our position is. 

I know some people ask: What is the 
Congressional Black Caucus’ position 
on how to address poverty? 

You touched on it. It’s the 10–20–30 
policy. This means that 10 percent of 
funds from certain accounts would be 
directed to areas that have had a pov-
erty rate of 20 percent for the last 30 
years in America. 

So, rather than spending money ev-
erywhere, let’s spend it where there is 
the most need, the most critical need, 
and where there has been a genera-
tional need now for 30 years so that we 
can see the type of outcomes, the re-
turn on investment and the change 
that people so desperately need. 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Absolutely. 
Mr. HORSFORD. Thank you to the 

gentleman from North Carolina. 
Now I would like to turn to the co-

chairman of the Progressive Caucus, 
the gentleman from Minnesota. I want 
to commend the gentleman and the 

Progressive Caucus because I know you 
had a hearing before the recess in 
which you brought low-income wage 
earners and had a special hearing to 
listen to their concerns and on how 
working people, really the working 
poor, are struggling. I would like to 
yield to the gentleman from Minnesota 
at this time. 

b 2020 
Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, I just 

want to say that the Congressman from 
Nevada, my friend STEVE HORSFORD, 
and HAKEEM JEFFRIES are doing such 
an awesome job. I’m so proud to see 
you gentlemen holding forth about the 
issues that affect this whole country 
and things that the Congressional 
Black Caucus, of which we are all 
members, are doing. 

I also just want to let people know 
who may be tuned in, Mr. Speaker, 
there are people in this Congress who 
believe that hard work should be re-
warded, who believe that when people 
get up in the morning, pound it out all 
day to put food on the table for their 
families, that it is nothing less than an 
insult for somebody else who is living 
in plenty to look back on them and 
say, You’re not working hard enough; 
you’re not doing quite enough. 

The fact is that sometimes hard-
working people need the help of their 
government. There’s no shame in that. 
There is nothing wrong with that. Lord 
knows, Apple Computer agrees that 
sometimes hardworking people need 
the help of their government. 

The fact of the matter is that we did 
have a hearing and that hearing did in-
volve low-wage workers, people making 
$7, $8, $8.25 an hour, some of whom were 
working for contractors who had con-
tracts with the Federal Government, 
people who were literally working in 
buildings like Union Station, like the 
Reagan building, Federal buildings 
across Washington but also across this 
country, who were not working for the 
Federal Government but were working 
for contractors who had contracts with 
the Federal Government, paying them 
$8 an hour, a wage that is not livable, 
is not sustainable. 

Folks often speak derisively, Mr. 
Speaker, about low-income folks. 
They’ll say, Why don’t they make more 
money? What’s wrong with them? 
They’re working 8 hours a day. They’re 
working 40 hours a week. They’re 
working three jobs, but they can still 
barely put food on the table, and 
they’re raising their children. They 
need food stamps. And if we cut the 
food stamp budget by $20 billion, we’re 
going to be cutting families who work 
hard at two or three jobs every day. 

I’ve heard my Republican friends 
talk about this cultural dependency. 
Somehow that moral judgment—you 
know, the Good Book says, Judge not, 
lest ye be judged. 

Mr. HORSFORD. What’s ironic about 
the culture of dependency is they never 
talk about it when we bring up cor-
porate welfare and corporate entitle-
ments. 

If we really want to talk about enti-
tlements and who is depending upon 
government, then let’s put it all on the 
table: the billions of dollars that go to 
special interests, but yet we want to 
take away services for poor, needy chil-
dren, families, the elderly, and the dis-
abled. That’s really the comparison. 

Mr. ELLISON. The gentleman is ab-
solutely right. 

I mean, it is utter hypocrisy to sit up 
here and talk about the cultural de-
pendency and not talk about corporate 
welfare. 

Senator BERNIE SANDERS and I—an 
awesome gentleman, by the way—have 
a bill called the End Corporate Welfare 
Act in which we identify $110 billion 
worth of corporate giveaways to Big 
Oil, Big Coal, and Big Natural Gas. 

Look, these are industries that are 
making record profits. ExxonMobil is 
not having any trouble. Why do they 
need the American people’s money? 
Why do they need a subsidy? Well, 
they’re getting one, and yet people in 
this very body are willing to stand 
back and say that poor folks working 
three or four jobs need to have their 
money cut. I mean, it is astounding. It 
is shocking how hypocritical some of 
things that we see go on now. 

I just want to the say this, Mr. 
Speaker. This is a country of, by, and 
for the people. It’s a country designed 
to let the voice of the people be heard, 
and yet sometimes the people’s voice is 
muted because it’s so difficult for the 
average person to take off time to 
come down here to talk about what 
they want to talk about, to be able to 
access their government. 

So these are times when you and Mr. 
JEFFRIES can come down here and talk 
about the importance of food stamps, 
of TRIO, and talk about the absolute 
concentration of wealth at the very 
tip-top of the economic stream in this 
committee. 

I’m going to wrap up here, Mr. 
HORSFORD, but I just want to wrap up 
by saying this: working people around 
this country need to know that when 
poverty increases, the money just 
doesn’t disappear; it goes to the very 
top of the economy. That is why, since 
about 2008, if you look at the newly 
created wealth in this economy, about 
93 percent of it went to the top 1 per-
cent. 

My friends in the Republican caucus 
believe that rich people don’t have 
enough money and poor people have 
too much, which is why they want to 
cut food stamps and cut taxes for the 
richest people. One of them even said 
to me one time, KEITH, a poor person 
has never given me a job. 

Like, wow. That’s the attitude we’re 
dealing with. 

The bottom line, Mr. HORSFORD, is 
that low-income workers are taking 
matters in their own hands. Low-in-
come workers in Detroit and Chicago 
and New York and St. Louis, even here 
in Washington, D.C., have come to-
gether and had strikes—even McDon-
ald’s workers—in order to get better 
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pay. They are brave and they are cou-
rageous. They’re taking their families’ 
needs in their own hands. We wish 
them the best. We had a hearing so 
they could let their voices be heard. 

But if we had a functioning National 
Labor Relations Board, would they 
need to go on strike and risk their 
jobs? If we had a social safety net, 
would they be in such dire straits? If 
we made sure that American workers 
had an increase in the minimum wage 
and we were paying a livable wage, 
would they be in this situation? 

The American people are standing up 
for a better life, but the truth is public 
policies are failing them and we’ve got 
to do better. We can start by getting 
rid of sequester and getting rid of this 
very bad idea of cutting $20 billion out 
of supplemental nutrition. 

Thank you for your excellent work. 
Mr. HORSFORD. Thank you to the 

gentleman from Minnesota, and, again, 
thank you for your leadership. On be-
half of the Progressive Caucus, we 
work together here to try to bring 
these issues forward and we appreciate 
your hard work. 

I’m so pleased to be joined by the co-
anchor for this hour, my good friend, 
the gentleman from New York, who 
represents, I think, a community that 
has constituents who are struggling, 
like many constituents in my district, 
the Fourth District in Nevada. 

So I just want to pose the question to 
you, Mr. JEFFRIES, around this whole 
issue of income inequality that we just 
spent nearly the hour talking about. 
The fact that it’s increased by more 
over the last 3 years than in the pre-
vious 12 years, that under the Repub-
lican policies, the budget that they 
proposed, middle class families with 
children pay, on average, $3,000 more in 
taxes, but yet higher tax cuts, upwards 
of $245,000, were given to some of the 
wealthiest in America, and here we’ve 
heard about so many programs such as 
SNAP to GEAR UP to TRIO, funding 
for K–12 education, for Head Start, $20 
billion cuts to SNAP that are on the 
cutting board, and yet we are giving 
tax cuts to wealthy Americans and cor-
porate subsidies, what do you say 
about that, my friend from New York? 

I yield to you at this time. 
Mr. JEFFRIES. I want to thank my 

good friend, the distinguished gen-
tleman from the Silver State, for once 
again anchoring this the CBC Special 
Order, this hour of power where, for the 
60 minutes that we’ve been allotted, we 
in the Congressional Black Caucus 
have an opportunity to speak directly 
to the American people on an issue of 
great significance, income inequality, 
which, as you have pointed out Rep-
resentative HORSFORD, has increased, 
has gotten worse, not better, in recent 
years and, in fact, in recent decades. 
It’s a very troubling trend. 

The fact is, in America, we celebrate 
success, celebrate entrepreneurship and 
the ability of people to prosper. But we 
in the CBC think that America is at its 
greatest when we promote progress for 

everybody, when we work as hard as we 
can in this Congress and this country 
to lift the entire civic participation 
rates and economic participation rates 
of everybody in this country. 

For the last several decades, objec-
tively and empirically, the rich have 
gotten richer. They’ve seen their in-
comes increase since 1979 in excess of 
275 percent. In isolation, that wouldn’t 
be problematic. But when you consider 
what has happened to the least of those 
amongst us, to middle-income Ameri-
cans as well, the situation is extremely 
troubling. The poor in many instances 
have gotten poorer, and working fami-
lies and middle class folks and those 
who aspire to be part of the middle 
class are still struggling. In many in-
stances, they’ve been left behind. 

b 2030 
Now it has often been said that when 

Wall Street catches a cold, many low- 
income Americans get a fever. Well, we 
know in 2008, Wall Street, in fact, Rep-
resentative HORSFORD, got the flu. And 
ever since, many low-income commu-
nities across this great country have 
been dealing with economic pneu-
monia. That’s bad for the country, 
that’s bad for our democracy, and we 
here in the country ought to do some-
thing about it. 

Now, since the collapse of the econ-
omy in 2008, one of the things that has 
exacerbated the income and inequality 
dynamic is the fact that some Ameri-
cans have recovered, but others have 
been left behind. We are in the midst of 
a very schizophrenic economic situa-
tion right now. Corporate profits are 
way up. The stock market is way up. 
The productivity of the American 
worker is way up. Yet unemployment 
remains stubbornly high and wages for 
working families and for low-income 
Americans has remained stagnant. 

That’s why we’re arguing in the CBC 
that what we should be doing in Amer-
ica right now is investing in our econ-
omy, lifting up low-income workers 
and working families and those who as-
pire to be part of the middle class; in-
vest in education; invest in job train-
ing; invest in research and develop-
ment; invest in transportation and in-
frastructure and technology and inno-
vation. Invest in America in these 
ways. Put people back to work so we 
can increase consumer demand; and if 
you increase consumer demand, the 
economy is going to grow. And if the 
economy grows, then the deficit as a 
percentage of GDP will reduce itself, 
and everybody benefits. 

So if you can’t find the compassion 
simply to do the right thing for those 
low-income Americans who are strug-
gling here in this great country, basic 
economic theory suggests that the 
right thing to do would be to provide 
support to those Americans who will 
spend that additional income that they 
have, put it into the economy in order 
to help create a more robust recovery. 

So I thank the gentleman from Ne-
vada for his leadership on this issue of 
great importance. 

Mr. HORSFORD. I thank, again, my 
good friend from New York, Mr. 
JEFFRIES. I just want to ask you, the 
proposal by the CBC which supports a 
10–20–30 policy for Federal spending, 
how do you feel this would improve 
outcomes, address prioritizing of re-
sources, and create the type of positive 
impact that would ultimately lead to 
reduced poverty in America? 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Well, we don’t need 
slash-and-burn budgets that reduce our 
investment in social safety net pro-
grams that are an important part of 
who we are in America. What we 
should be doing, consistent with the 10– 
20–30 proposal, is targeting our invest-
ment in a way that is nonpartisan in 
nature, that will direct resources to 
rural America and to urban America, 
to blue States and to red States, that 
will focus on the poverty problem in a 
way that will benefit Americans no 
matter where they might be. That’s 
what we should be doing as a Congress. 
That’s what 10–20–30 is all about, and 
I’m hopeful that we can find our way to 
a bipartisan meeting of the minds, find 
common ground, and engage in invest-
ing in programs that will lift people 
out of poverty in this great country. 

Mr. HORSFORD. I thank my friend 
and co-anchor and those who have lis-
tened for the last hour. Thank you for 
joining the conversation at #CBCTalks, 
and we are going to continue this con-
versation because 46 million people in 
our country live in poverty; 16 million 
of them are children. The U.S. poverty 
rate has risen and approaches a 50-year 
high. There’s no way in America a fam-
ily of four can live on $23,550 and not 
expect some type of support. 

So these are the issues that we’re 
confronting, Mr. Speaker. We want to 
work with our colleagues on the other 
side, but we want to do it in a way that 
addresses the root causes of the issue. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HORSFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and insert addi-
tional materials on this topic and also 
House Resolution 242. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nevada? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to discuss the ongo-
ing crisis of poverty in some of the most vul-
nerable communities in our country. In the 
United States, one out of every three African 
American children lives in poverty, which is 
three times higher than the rate of white 
American children living in poverty. Over 30 
percent of African American children suffer 
from food insecurity—more than twice the rate 
of food insecurity among white children. At the 
same time, residents of predominantly black or 
Hispanic neighborhoods have access to about 
half as many social services as residents of 
predominantly white neighborhoods. 

These disparities are unacceptable. Every 
American deserves enough food to eat and an 
equal opportunity to get a quality education, a 
good job, and safe housing. 
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Our Nation’s basic social safety net im-

proves access to affordable housing, child-
hood education, and adequate nutrition, and 
serves as a lifeline for millions of Americans. 
Providing a helping hand to the nearly 50 mil-
lion Americans who are living in poverty 
should be at the forefront of Congress’ prior-
ities. Instead, we are still living with the se-
quester, which has delivered devastating cuts 
to many of our essential safety net programs. 
I call on my colleagues to prioritize our most 
vulnerable communities and replace the se-
quester with an agreement that protects vital 
safety net programs. 

In particular, the Supplemental Nutrition As-
sistance Program, or SNAP, helps low-income 
families across the country put food on the 
table. Of the 47 million Americans who rely on 
SNAP for access to nutritious food, nearly half 
are children. Even more strikingly, nearly half 
of all American children will receive SNAP 
benefits at some point in their lives. SNAP is 
one of our Nation’s most effective anti-poverty 
programs, helping families get back on their 
feet while providing an economic stimulus to 
the local economy. 

We must not balance our budget on the 
backs of children and families struggling to 
make ends meet. With our economy still re-
covering, it is time to invest in Americans and 
in our Nation’s future, by supporting important 
programs like SNAP. 

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, first I want to 
thank Mr. HORSFORD and Mr. JEFFRIES for 
leading this important effort for the CBC this 
evening—so that we can discuss a particularly 
important issue for me, my district, and this 
nation, and that is: ‘‘Lifting Americans out of 
Poverty.’’ 

As many of my constituents and colleagues 
already know, the great recession cost this 
country roughly 13 trillion dollars in household 
wealth, and pushed millions of Americans into 
poverty. 

The poverty rate is at levels not seen in 
twenty years, and the most recent numbers 
show that more than 46 million Americans are 
currently living below the poverty line. 

The most distressing fact is that the young-
est Americans represent a disproportionate 
share of the poor in the U.S. 

Though children make up less than a quar-
ter of the population, they constitute more than 
one-third of Americans in poverty. 

And, studies by the American Psychological 
Association have found correlations between 
poverty in children and higher rates of illness, 
abuse, neglect, developmental and edu-
cational delays, participation in risky behaviors 
such as smoking or sexual activities, and 
problems with self-esteem and depression. 

And worse, growing up in poverty has a 
lasting negative impact on lifetime earning po-
tential. 

As a joint Princeton University—Brookings 
Institute study reported, the U.S. has decreas-
ing income mobility, and increasing income in-
equality. 

This means that more than ever, youths that 
grow up in poverty are more likely to remain 
in poverty for the duration of their lives. 

But we have programs designed to buffer 
our youth from some of the harshest effects of 
situations for which they deserve no blame, 
and over which they have no control. 

Programs like the Supplemental Nutrition 
Assistance Program which provides nutritional 
support for the most vulnerable families, and 

which will face cuts in just a few months with-
out intervening Congressional action. 

Or programs like Section 8 Housing Choice 
Vouchers. The Housing Choice Vouchers pro-
vide subsidies to landlords directly by public 
housing agencies, to create housing options 
for very low-income families. 

Though it varies from state to state, on av-
erage, a family earning $26,000 per year 
would be making too much to be eligible. 

This program for the least fortunate among 
us will likely have to cut aid to 125,000 fami-
lies immediately, due to cuts from sequestra-
tion. 

Or programs like the Earned Income Tax 
Credit. This tax credit for low-to moderate-in-
come couples, primarily those with qualifying 
children, not only provides a tax refund to the 
most deserving, but it dually functions to 
incent work even if the pay isn’t great. 

This is the type of progressive tax system 
that encourages self-sufficiency and in the 
long-run can reduce the need for government 
dependence. 

Yet even this simple, long-standing bene-
ficial tax credit is being offered up by some as 
ripe for elimination. 

I can talk about the children and families 
who need these programs, in the abstract, as 
if they are some sort of different Americans— 
people who didn’t work hard, or didn’t spend 
wisely. 

But the reality is: this type of poverty can 
happen to anyone. 

Anyone in this Chamber, or watching at 
home on Wall Street or Main Street—this can 
happen to you. 

One unexpected illness, one lost job due to 
‘‘just a bad economy,’’ or one elderly family 
member whose medical and caretaking bills 
continue to pile up, and anyone can find them-
selves unable to make it without a little help. 

That’s what these vital programs do. That’s 
why these programs are so important. 

We as legislators have the opportunity and 
obligation to make sure that we put safe-
guards in place to ensure that no one is left 
out from the chance to pursue the American 
dream. 

It’s not just about helping the poorest Ameri-
cans. It’s about doing the right thing to help 
our neighbors, knowing that at any time, the 
shoe could be on the other foot. 

I thank you for the opportunity to speak on 
this most important issue. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2216, MILITARY CONSTRUC-
TION AND VETERANS AFFAIRS 
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2014; AND PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2217, DEPARTMENT OF 
HOMELAND SECURITY APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2014 

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, from the 
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 113–95) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 243) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2216) 
making appropriations for military 
construction, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2014, and for other purposes; and pro-
viding for consideration of the bill 

(H.R. 2217) making appropriations for 
the Department of Homeland Security 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2014, and for other purposes, which was 
referred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois (at the 
request of Mr. CANTOR) for today on ac-
count of personal reasons. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 258. An Act to amend title 18, United 
States Code, with respect to fraudulent rep-
resentations about having reeived military 
decorations or medals. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I move that the House do now ad-
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 36 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order and pur-
suant to House Resolution 242, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, June 4, 2013, at 10 a.m., for morn-
ing-hour debate, as a further mark of 
respect to the memory of the late Hon-
orable FRANK R. LAUTENBERG. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1689. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting the De-
partment’s semiannual report from the of-
fice of the Inspector General for the period 
October 1, 2012 through March 31, 2013, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act), section 
5(b); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

1690. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Maritime Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s semiannual report from the of-
fice of the Inspector General for the period 
October 1, 2012 through March 31, 2013; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

[Pursuant to the provisions of H. Res. 232, the 
following report was filed on May 28, 2013:] 

Mr. CULBERSON: Committee on Appro-
priations. H.R. 2216. A bill making appropria-
tions for military construction, the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2014, and for other purposes (Rept. 113–90). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
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